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REMARi<iS 

Applicants have carefully reviewed the Office Action dated September 8, 2004. Claims 1 and 
2 are pending in the application. Applicants have arhehded Claim 1 to more clearly poiht out the 
present inventive concept. Recmisideration and &vorctbIe action is respectfully requested 

Claims 1 and 2 stand provisionaHy rejected undcir the judicially created doctri 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over tfie claims of copending Application 09/382,427 (now 
issued as U.S. Patent No. 6,829,650) and 09/494,956, : 

With respect to U.S. Pat^t No. 6,829»650, tiiis psttent has associated therewith Claiiis that are 
directed toward the use of on audio sig^ial for effecting a connection to a network. However,, there is 
no mention of sending profile infoitnation to an advertising location. As such, Applicants believe that 
this reference does not obviate Applicatits' present ijGtventive concept, as defined by die amended 
Claims- Therefore, Applicants itspectfuUy request withd^ of this provisional rejection. 

Claims 1 and 2 stand rejected imder the judidal^y created doctrine of obviousness-tyi* 
patenting as being unpatentable over Claims 1-14 of U.S. Patent No. 6,594,705, Claims 1-27 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,636,896 and Clairiis 1-18 of US. Patent No: 6,098,106. 

The '705 patent has claiira which, although utilising encoded information in the broadcast, there 
is no profile information disclosed in the Claims as being sent to an advertiser location for the piapose 
of pro viding information in return fliereto. Hie * 106 patent, with respect to Claims 1 7 and 1 8, provides 
for the transmission of profile information to the reniote location and is the subject of an enclosed 
Terminal Disclaimer. The claims of the ^896 rcfcrenCe do not provide for the retrieval of tlie profile 
information and then transmission of the profile information fi-om the user's computer to the remote 
location for xise thereby to return information that is based upon that user profile information. As such, 
neither of the two references, the '705 patent or the *jB96 patent arc believed to obviate Applicants' 
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present inventive concept. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the ttjection 
under the judicially created doctriite of obviousnessTtype double patenting with respect to tic *7G5 and 
*896 patents. 

The Examiner indicates thatit would have been obvious in view of Reese to combineTIeesie with 
these references because Reese shows content customization based upon user profiles^ ApplicEuits 
believe that there is more required than just the concept of content customization, as this is well 
recognized 

Although not specifically rejected* Applicant believe that the combination of th^^ three 
references and Reese does not olxviate or anticipate Applicants' present inventive concepts as set forth 
in the amended Claims. 

Claim 1 stands rejected under 35 U,S,C* §ld3(a) as being unpatentable over a combination of 
Woizien, Hudetz and Reese^ this being the rejection addressed in the prior response. As set forth iri the 
prior response, the Wolzien reference is a reference that allows an individual to extract infonnation from 
a broadcast and utiMw that in&rtnatioii for the purpose of connecting to some location. . This 
information contains routing infortnation. The .ftTiwfefe deference is a reference that utilizes iniStfitiattion 
that has no routing information associated therewith and utilizes this informatiott to *'puir* inf<»ttiation 
from a data base. Although theExiarniner indicates thatthere is some automatic information in /fwcfete, 
the disclosure clearly sets forth that the only way to ob^n information from the remote data base is to 
request the information and have that infonri^dn reituiiied as an HTML page, there is nothing ui an 
HTML page that will allow an automatic operation* Rkther, th^e is some action at the user computer 
to facilitate such a connection, Since this is a **pull'* operation^ there is no need nor desire to setsdany 
user profile information to the itemotc site, since the remote site is just a data base or a lookiqjj fatele thiit 
returns information. Thus, Hudi^ has no motivation or teaching that would even suggest that one 
would want to send profile infonnation to any location; The Reese reference sends profile infortnation 
to a server for content customization. The question is Whether one of ordinary skill in the art Would be 
motivated to combine Reese with the combination of either Wolzien or Hudetz or with a combination 
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of both. Certainly* Hudetz has no suggestion that there islany mofire than a mere lookup being perfdnned. 
This is just a data base access. This is also the case with respect to Wolzlen. Wolzien is a 3:ystem 
wherein a user, once obtaining URL information followed by a web access* theft makes a decision as 
to whether they want to access a particular site. There is; ho cbriGLection between the transmission of the 
broadcast and the actual connetiori to the site. In Aipfdicants* present inventive concept, as defined by 
the ameneded Claims, it is required that the broadcast afid the connection to the advertiser be "liiiked." 
This link requires that profile infbrination be seat to thib advertiser. Therefore, the person gernfeiatiiig 
the broadcast, assuming that the user*s PC is connected will thien know that one action will occur and 
that will be connection to an advertiser's location batsed;iiqk>h ttie unique code, and also that cbnhection 
to the advertiser's location will include profile iitforrhation. ixL Wolzien^ there is no way to know what 
will be sent to the remote location when the user connects utilising the information embedded in the 
broadcast, since there is no "control*' ovei: the user's computer, that is the same situation wiith rB^>ect 
to Hudetz in that the person generating the code, the mtoufacturer that prints the barcode on the label, 
has no control over what happens tb that barcode or wh^use is made of it. As such. Applicants believe 
that the Wolzien and Hudetz references do not provide the necessary motivation to utilize the teachings 
of Reese to not only connect to a remote location in conjtinction with a received code from a broadcast, 
but also send to the remote locatiioil jvrofile information^^!: the purpose of t^tuming cuistomiziftd content. 
As such, Ai:¥»licant3 believe that the Wolzien reference kndiht Hudetz reference and the Jiee^fi: reference, 
taken singularly or in combination, do riot antidpate ot obviate Applicants' present inventive concept 
as defmed by the amended Claitiis. Therefore, Applciant respectfully requests withdrawal of the 35 
U.S.C.§103(a) rejection with respect to Claim 1. i 

With respect to Claim 2, Claim 2 sets forth that the profile mformation is to be extracted firom 
a remote data base and returned in conjunction viath therirou^ iriformation to the advertiscrVdata base 
to the user's computer and thfen trari^rnit it from thes user's computer to the advertiser's location. 
Certainly, nothing in the cited references discloses such. 

Applicants have now madie an earnest attempt in order to place this case in condition for 
allowance. For the reasons stated above, Applicants respectfully request full allowance of the clMms 
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as amended. Please charge any additiohal fees or deficieacies in fees or credit any overpayment to 
Deposit Account No. 2a^0780/PflLY^24 J38 of HOWISON & ARNOTT, L.L.P- 




GMH/yoc:cr 

P.O. Box 741715 
Dallas, Texas 75374-1715 
Tel: 972-479-0462 
Fax: 972^79-0464 
March 3, 2005 
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